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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination 

In view of the appeal brief filed on 7/30/2009, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. See the new rejection set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-5, 7-9, 12, 17-18 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) in view of Kobayashi (Pub. # 
20030131072). 

Regarding claim 1 , Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses a system (See Figure 
1) that includes a server (management system, See Figure 1, Element 10) configured 
to be coupled in data communication with a network (over a network LAN, See Figure 
1), such that the server being configured to: maintain a database (driver database, See 
Figure 2, Element 22) having a plurality of data records (printer drivers for the printers 
according to the requirements, See Figure 1; Page 3, Paragraph 0049, which includes 
storing the latest version of it, See Page 1, Paragraph 0005), and communicate the 
data records via the network and receive a response identifying a selected one of the 
plurality of substitute printer driver identifications included in the communicated data 
record (communicates the printer names via the network in order for the user to select a 
driver for the desired printer based on the client's platform, See Page 6, Paragraph 
0079). 

Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) does not disclose that each of the plurality of data 
records includes printer type identification, and one or more substitute printer driver 
identifications associated with the printer type identification, and cause a printer driver 
identified by the selected substitute printer driver identification to derive print ready data 
file for future print requests directed to a printer of the particular type identified by the 
printer type identification that is associated with the selected substitute printer driver 
identification. 
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Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) discloses having multiple records (printer 
drivers stored in a storage unit, See Figure 2, Element 9), such that each of the data 
records includes a printer type identification (each data record includes attributes such 
as the model name or the identification / serial number for a selected printer, See Page 
3, Paragraph 0045), and plurality of substitute printer driver identifications associated 
with the printer type identification (multiple printer drivers for each operating system in 
association with each printer model or identification number, See Page 3, Paragraph 
0045), and causes a printer driver identified by the selected substitute printer driver 
identification to derive print ready data file for future print requests directed to a printer 
of the particular type identified by the printer type identification that is associated with 
the selected substitute printer driver identification (store the most recent version of the 
printer driver for an associated printer for future retrieval, See Page 3, Paragraph 
0045). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention by the applicant to include attributes for associating with a particular printer as 
well as store a print ready data file, such as the one disclosed within Kobayashi (Pub. # 
20030131072), and incorporate it into the system of Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) 
because it allows the most recent version of a particular printer driver to be readily 
available for the user when needed as well as having a driver that is able to be correctly 
associated with the selected printer in order to have the printer be able to receive print 
data accordingly. 
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The combination of Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) and Kobayashi (Pub. # 
20030131072) together does not fully disclose a compatibility rating associated with 
each substitute printer driver identification, but it would have been obvious for one to 
exist. The reason is that by providing the printer's model name or identification / serial 
number, it allows a printer driver to be correctly associated with the selected printer 
based on the operating system that is running on the client terminal (See Kobayashi 
(Pub. # 20030131072), Page 3, Paragraph 0045). By providing this information 
together, the most compatible printer driver is then able to be selected for the user 
dependent upon the associated printer, its included information, and the operating 
system that is currently being used. In addition, a compatibility rating allows a user to 
know why the particular printer driver is or is not compatible. For instance, if a user is 
running the Windows XP operating system, and a compatible driver listed for the 
selected printer is one for the Windows 98 operating system, the compatibility is zero 
percent since they are two different operating systems. Thus, it allows the user to know 
how compatible a corresponding driver is for the selected printer based on the operating 
system being used. As a result, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include a compatibility rating and incorporate it into the system of Gunji (Pub. 
# 20030065755) and Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) because it allows a user to 
know if a printer driver is available that is best suited to successfully communicate with 
a printer and output the requested data without any complications or errors. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) and 
Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) together discloses a printer (See Gunji (Pub. # 
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20030065755), Figure 1) configured to be coupled in data communication with the 
network (See Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755), Figure 1), the printer defining a printer type 
substantially equivalent to the printer type identification of at least one of the plurality of 
data records (the model name and identification / serial number is used to define the 
printer in order to determine the appropriate printer driver for it, See Kobayashi (Pub. # 
20030131072), Page 3, Paragraph 0045). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) and 
Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) together discloses that the server includes, for each 
substitute printer identification, a printer driver identified by that substitute printer driver 
identification (alternate printer drivers are provided based on the user's printer 
information as well as the operating system that is currently being used, See 
Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072), Page 3, Paragraph 0045). 

Regarding claim 4, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses that the server is 
defined by a mobile enterprising printing server (a management system, See Figure 2, 
which is used for storing and supplying printer drivers for the client computer, See Page 
3, Paragraph 0049). 

Regarding claim 5, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses a use computer (See 
Figure 1) configured to be coupled in data communication with the network (See Figure 
1), the user computer is configured to receive a data record communicated by the 
server (receive the printer drivers corresponding to a selected printer, See Page 3, 
Paragraph 0049), and communicate a response to the server, such that the response 
identifies a selected one of the plurality of substitute printer driver identification included 
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in the received data record (select a driver corresponding to the client computer's 
operating system as well as other criteria, See Page 1, Paragraph 0004). 

Regarding claim 7, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses that the server is 
further configured to receive an update command (once the user requests a printer 
driver, the management system issues a check to see for an updated version, See 
Page 5, Paragraph 0076), download one or more data records available from an 
Internet website (downloads the printer driver if an updated version is available, See 
Page 5-6, Paragraph 0077), and amend the database in accordance with the one or 
more downloaded data records (downloads and stores the updated version of the 
printer driver, See Page 5-6, Paragraph 0077). 

Regarding claim 8, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses the server is 
configured to amend by adding at least one of the one or more downloaded data 
records to the database (adds the record of the updated version of the printer driver to 
the management system, See Page 5, Paragraph 0076). 

Regarding claim 9, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses the server is 
configured to download the one or more data records in accordance with a comparison 
between the data records available from the Internet website and the database 
(compare the printer driver version in the management system to the attribute 
information received from the printer driver Web server, See Page 5, Paragraph 0075- 
0076). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) and 
Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) together does not fully disclose that the compatibility 
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rating is defined by a percentage rating, but it would have been obvious to include a 
percentage rating. The reason is it allows a user to know why the particular driver is not 
compatible. For instance, if a user is running the Windows XP operating system, and a 
compatible driver listed for the selected printer is one for the Windows 98 operating 
system, the compatibility is zero percent since they are two different operating systems. 
Thus, it allows the user to know how compatible a corresponding driver is for the 
selected printer based on the operating system being used. As a result, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention by the 
applicant to include a compatibility rating, and incorporate it into the system of Gunji 
(Pub. # 20030065755) and Kobayashi (Pub. # 20030131072) because it prevents a 
user from unknowingly downloading a printer driver that is not compatible with the 
operating system running on the client computer. 

Regarding claim 18, Gunji (Pub. # 20030065755) discloses causing the printer of 
the particular type to image the print ready data file on sheet media (enable a printing 
operation to be performed with the specified printer, See Page 6, Paragraph 0079). 

Regarding claims 17 and 25-27, the rationale provided in the rejection of claims 
1-9 is incorporated herein. In addition, the system of claims 1-9 corresponds to the 
method of claims 17, the apparatus of claims 25 (includes a computer-readable storage 
medium, which is overseen by a controller, See Figure 2, Element 12) and 26 as well 
as the system of claim 27 and performs the steps disclosed herein. 
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Response to Arguments 

Based on the applicant's arguments included within the appeal brief, prosecution 
of the case has been reopened. Thus, the prior art of Kobayashi is used in combination 
with Gunji and together does meet each limitations of claims 1-5, 7-9, 12, 17-18 and 25- 
27 as disclosed within the rejection above. 

Based on these facts, THIS ACTION IS MADE NON-FINAL. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure is: Bergstrand (Pub. # 20040019580). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent Rudolph whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8243. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8 A.M. - 4:30 
P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571 ) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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